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ALLOWING AUTHORIZED POP-UPS ON A 
WEBSITE 

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION 1. 
Technical Field 

The present invention relates generally to an improved data 
processing system. More speci?cally, the present invention is 
directed to a system and method to alloW authorized pop-ups 
on a Website. 2. Description of Related Art 

Content retrieved over the Internet in response to a user 
request is usually presented in a primary WindoW of a Web 
broWser, such as Internet ExplorerTM developed by Microsoft 
Corporation of Redmond, Wash. Some Internet content con 
tains embedded instructions Written in a script language, 
Which cause opening of a neW broWser WindoW Without an 
additional user request. 

Such a neW broWser WindoW usually “pops up” in front of 
the primary WindoW With the requested content, and is often 
referred to as a “popup” WindoW. Usually, the siZe of a popup 
WindoW is smaller than the siZe of a primary WindoW, 
although this is not required, and the number of interface 
elements displayed in a popup WindoW is smaller than in a 
primary WindoW to increase space available for content. For 
instance, some popup WindoWs display only a WindoW title, 
and not a menu bar, a toolbar and an address bar. Content 
displayed in a popup WindoW is often optimiZed for a ?xed 
siZe and is presented in a WindoW having non-resiZable bor 
ders. 
A popup WindoW may also be opened in response to a 

direct user input, such as a click on a link. In this case, the user 

input does not specify that a neW Window has to appear. 
Rather, a content provider causes a neW WindoW to open by 
embedding special instructions associated With a standard 
user action. A signi?cant number of Web sites prefer to dis 
play neW content in an additional WindoW Without an address 
bar, instead of replacing content in a primary WindoW. 

Popup ?les may also be loaded into a user’s system When a 
user doWnloads a ?le or program from the Internet. When 
doWnloading a ?le or program, additional undesirable ?les 
may be doWnloaded and installed on the user’s system that 
cause popups to be presented When the user performs some 
action. 

Popup WindoWs may play a useful role, providing an addi 
tional means of delivering content outside of a primary Win 
doW. Web sites may use popup WindoWs to display advertise 
ments or supplemental content such as navigation hints, 
subscription offers, input feedback, etc. HoWever, many 
Internet users consider popup WindoWs to be annoying dis 
tractions that decrease quality of their broWsing experience. 
One of the main reasons for this is that popup WindoWs make 
navigation more dif?cult: a user must manually close each 
popup WindoW to avoid the accumulation of irrelevant Win 
doWs on a desktop. As a result, a user has to spend at least 
tWice as much effort to leave a site With a popup WindoW than 
a site With no popup WindoWs. 

Content providers on the Internet also vieW this dif?culty 
of navigation as a negative affect. That is, popup WindoWs 
may often cause the user’ s attention to be distracted from the 
content of the Web page provided by the content provider and 
cause the user to go through extra unnecessary steps to reach 
the requested content. In Worst case scenarios, the frustration 
experienced by the user at navigating past the popup WindoWs 
to reach the requested content may reach a level Where the 
user chooses not to bother With vieWing the requested content 
at all. Thus, popup WindoWs, While capable of providing 
valuable added functionality and information, may also pro 
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2 
vide a source of such frustration and inconvenience to the user 
that both the end users and content providers Would like to 
block the use of unauthorized popup WindoWs in conjunction 
With a content provider’s Web page. 

To prevent unsolicited popup WindoWs from appearing, 
users may install special applications knoWn as popup block 
ers. For instance, a Pop-Up StopperTM Pro application, devel 
oped by PanicWare Inc. of Seattle, Wash., enables a user to 
prevent all popup WindoWs from opening. HoWever, blocking 
all popup WindoWs may signi?cantly degrade the user expe 
rience on the sites that use popup WindoWs to provide relevant 
content, references or input feedback. To mitigate this prob 
lem, Pop-Up StopperTM Pro and other similar applications 
alloW users to specify a list of sites alloWed to open popup 
WindoWs, and reject popup WindoWs initiated by a site that is 
not included in the list. A problem With such a “White list” 
implementation is that, unless a popup WindoW is displayed, 
a user may not knoW Whether it is useful enough to request its 
display in the future. 

Furthermore, such a “White list” provides a potential hole 
through Which sources may insert their popup WindoWs. In 
other Words, if a source knoWs that a particular Website uses 
popups to provide useful content, the source may exploit this 
to its oWn advantage by keying their oWn popup WindoWs to 
be displayed When accessing that particular Website. As a 
result, both Wanted and unWanted popups Will appear on the 
user’s broWser. 

To give a user an option to see relevant popup WindoWs, an 
alternative approach has been provided, in Which a user is 
presented With all popup WindoWs except those that are con 
tained in a “black list” or contain proscribed Words in their 
content or title. In this case, the user is constantly required to 
teach an application Which popup WindoWs must be rejected. 
Stored black lists rapidly become obsolete With changes of 
domains and headers used by advertisers. In addition, reject 
ing a popup WindoW based on its title or content may not 
provide a Workable solution because a popup WindoW has to 
be loaded on the user computer before its title or content 
becomes knoWn. As a result, this approach decreases a useful 
bandWidth and may also present a security risk if popup 
content Was retrieved as a result of redirection to an unknoWn 

server. 

Thus, the traditional solutions to curtailing the nuisance of 
popup WindoWs tend to be over inclusive by blocking all 
popup WindoWs, provide some hole through Which unWanted 
popup WindoWs may still be presented to the user, or simply 
are not Workable due to the rapid changes of the Internet and 
the manner by Which popup WindoWs are loaded by Web 
broWsers. 

SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION 

In vieW of the above, it Wouldbe bene?cial to have a system 
and method for ?ltering and/ or blocking popup WindoW con 
tent on an individual basis such that only popup WindoW 
content expressly authoriZed by a oWner/ developer of the 
requested Website content are permitted to be presented in 
association With the requested Website content. The present 
invention provides a system and method for performing such 
?ltering and/or blocking of popup WindoW content. 

With the system and method of the present invention, one 
or more identi?ers of authoriZed popup WindoW sources are 
associated With Website content. When the Website content is 
doWnloaded to a client device in response to a request, the one 
or more identi?ers are also provided to the client device. A 
popup blocker application resident on the client device uses 
the one or more identi?ers to generate a ?lter list of authoriZed 
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popup window sources against which the source of popup 
windows may be compared when the popup window attempts 
to be loaded into the browser. If the source of the popup 
window that is attempting to be loaded is not present in the list 
of authorized sources of popup windows, then the loading and 
output of the popup window content is blocked. 

The mechanisms of the present invention may be used 
alone or in combination with other traditional popup blocker 
applications. Thus, both the user of the client device and the 
owner/developer of the requested website content may des 
ignate which popup windows are allowed to be presented via 
the client device’s browser application. 

In one exemplary embodiment of the present invention, a 
method is provided for presenting popup window content. 
The method comprises receiving requested website content 
from a source of the requested website content and receiving, 
from the source of the requested website content, one or more 
identi?ers of authorized sources of popup window content, 
wherein the one or more identi?ers are associated with the 

requested website content. The requested website content is 
output via an output device coupled to the data processing 
system and output of popup window content of popup win 
dows whose source does not match an authorized source of 
popup window content in the one or more identi?ers of autho 
rized sources of popup window content is blocked while the 
requested website content is being output by the output device 
coupled to the data processing system. 

The method may further comprise generating a ?lter list 
based on the one or more identi?ers of authorized sources of 

popup window content. The blocking of the output of popup 
window content may be performed by comparing a source of 
popup window content to the ?lter list and blocking output of 
the popup window content if a matching entry in the ?lter list 
is not identi?ed by the comparison. 

In addition, the method may further comprise detecting a 
transition from requested website content to other website 
content in a browser of a data processing system and clearing 
the ?lter list in response to detecting the transition. Further 
more, the ?lter list may be associated with requested website 
content and a plurality of ?lter lists may be stored for use in 
determining whether to block popup windows. In such an 
embodiment, the method may further comprise identifying a 
?lter list corresponding to current website content being out 
put by the output device. 

In one exemplary embodiment of the present invention, the 
one or more identi?ers of authorized sources of popup win 

dow content may be provided in code of the requested website 
content. For example, the one or more identi?ers of autho 
rized sources of popup window content may be provided as 
part of a meta tag in code of the requested website content. In 
such an exemplary embodiment, the method may output the 
requested website content via an output device coupled to a 
data processing system by parsing the code of the requested 
website content to render the code via a browser application 
on the data processing system. While parsing the code of the 
requested website content, the meta tag in the code of the 
requested website content corresponding to the one or more 
identi?ers of authorized sources of popup window content 
may be identi?ed and a ?lter list may be generated based on 
the identi?ed meta tag in the code of the requested website 
content. 

The method may be implemented by a plugin module to a 
browser application, an application running on the data pro 
cessing system, an applet loaded by a browser application, or 
the like. Moreover, the method may be hard coded in a hard 
ware device associated with a data processing system. 
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4 
In addition to the method set forth above, the exemplary 

embodiments of the present invention also provide a com 
puter program product for implementing the above described 
method, and an apparatus having a processor, a network inter 
face coupled to the processor, and an output device coupled to 
the processor, where the processor executes instructions for 
implementing the method described above. 

These and other features and advantages of the present 
invention will be described in, or will become apparent to 
those of ordinary skill in the art in view of, the following 
detailed description of the exemplary embodiments of the 
present invention. 

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS 

The novel features believed characteristic of the invention 
are set forth in the appended claims. The invention itself, 
however, as well as a preferred mode of use, further objectives 
and advantages thereof, will best be understood by reference 
to the following detailed description of an illustrative 
embodiment when read in conjunction with the accompany 
ing drawings, wherein: 

FIG. 1 is an exemplary diagram of a network data process 
ing system in which aspects of the present invention may be 
implemented; 

FIG. 2 is an exemplary block diagram of a server data 
processing system in which aspects of the present invention 
may be implemented; 

FIG. 3 is an exemplary block diagram of client data pro 
cessing system in which aspects of the present invention may 
be implemented; 

FIG. 4 is a diagram illustrating the display of multiple 
windows on a display of a data processing system in accor 
dance with the prior art; 

FIG. 5 is a ?owchart outlining a prior art methodology for 
controlling the display of popup windows; 

FIG. 6 is an exemplary block diagram illustrating the pri 
mary operational components of a system according to one 
exemplary embodiment of the present invention; and 

FIG. 7 is a ?owchart outlining an exemplary operation of 
the present invention when processing requested website con 
tent having one or more associated authorized popup window 
source identi?ers. 

DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF THE PREFERRED 
EMBODIMENTS 

With reference now to the ?gures, FIG. 1 depicts a pictorial 
representation of a network of data processing systems in 
which the present invention may be implemented. Network 
data processing system 100 is a network of computers in 
which the present invention may be implemented. Network 
data processing system 100 contains a network 102, which is 
the medium used to provide communications links between 
various devices and computers connected together within 
network data processing system 100. Network 102 may 
include connections, such as wire, wireless communication 
links, or ?ber optic cables. 

In the depicted example, server 104 is connected to net 
work 102 along with storage unit 106. In addition, clients 108, 
110, and 112 are connected to network 102. These clients 108, 
110, and 112 may be, for example, personal computers or 
network computers. In the depicted example, server 104 pro 
vides data, such as boot ?les, operating system images, and 
applications to clients 108-112. Clients 108, 110, and 112 are 
clients to server 104. Network data processing system 100 
may include additional servers, clients, and other devices not 
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shown. In the depicted example, network data processing 
system 100 is the Internet with network 102 representing a 
worldwide collection of networks and gateways that use the 
Transmission Control Protocol/Internet Protocol (TCP/IP) 
suite of protocols to communicate with one another. At the 
heart of the Internet is a backbone of high-speed data com 
munication lines between major nodes or host computers, 
consisting of thousands of commercial, government, educa 
tional and other computer systems that route data and mes 
sages. Of course, network data processing system 100 also 
may be implemented as a number of different types of net 
works, such as for example, an intranet, a local area network 
(LAN), or a wide area network (WAN). FIG. 1 is intended as 
an example, and not as an architectural limitation for the 
present invention. 

Referring to FIG. 2, a block diagram of a data processing 
system that may be implemented as a server, such as server 
104 in FIG. 1, is depicted in accordance with a preferred 
embodiment of the present invention. Data processing system 
200 may be a symmetric multiprocessor (SMP) system 
including a plurality of processors 202 and 204 connected to 
system bus 206. Alternatively, a single processor system may 
be employed. Also connected to system bus 206 is memory 
controller/cache 208, which provides an interface to local 
memory 209. I/O Bus Bridge 210 is connected to system bus 
206 and provides an interface to I/O bus 212. Memory con 
troller/cache 208 and I/O Bus Bridge 210 may be integrated 
as depicted. 

Peripheral component interconnect (PCI) bus bridge 214 
connected to I/O bus 212 provides an interface to PCI local 
bus 216. A number of modems may be connected to PCI local 
bus 216. Typical PCI bus implementations will support four 
PCI expansion slots or add-in connectors. Communications 
links to clients 108-112 in FIG. 1 may be provided through 
modem 218 and network adapter 220 connected to PCI local 
bus 216 through add-in connectors. 

Additional PCI bus bridges 222 and 224 provide interfaces 
for additional PCI local buses 226 and 228, from which addi 
tional modems or network adapters may be supported. In this 
manner, data processing system 200 allows connections to 
multiple network computers. A memory-mapped graphics 
adapter 230 and hard disk 232 may also be connected to I/O 
bus 212 as depicted, either directly or indirectly. 

Those of ordinary skill in the art will appreciate that the 
hardware depicted in FIG. 2 may vary. For example, other 
peripheral devices, such as optical disk drives and the like, 
also may be used in addition to or in place of the hardware 
depicted. The depicted example is not meant to imply archi 
tectural limitations with respect to the present invention. 

The data processing system depicted in FIG. 2 may be, for 
example, an IBM eServer pSeries system, a product of Inter 
national Business Machines Corporation in Armonk, New 
York, running the Advanced Interactive Executive (AIX) 
operating system or LINUX operating system. 

With reference now to FIG. 3, a block diagram illustrating 
a data processing system is depicted in which the present 
invention may be implemented. Data processing system 300 
is an example of a client computer. Data processing system 
300 employs a peripheral component interconnect (PCI) local 
bus architecture. Although the depicted example employs a 
PCI bus, other bus architectures such as Accelerated Graphics 
Port (AGP) and Industry StandardArchitecture (ISA) may be 
used. Processor 302 and main memory 304 are connected to 
PCI local bus 306 through PCI Bridge 308. PCI Bridge 308 
also may include an integrated memory controller and cache 
memory for processor 302. Additional connections to PCI 
local bus 306 may be made through direct component inter 
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6 
connection or through add-in boards. In the depicted 
example, local area network (LAN) adapter 310, small com 
puter system interface (SCSI) host bus adapter 312, and 
expansion bus interface 314 are connected to PCI local bus 
306 by direct component connection. In contrast, audio 
adapter 316, graphics adapter 318, and audio/video adapter 
319 are connected to PCI local bus 306 by add-in boards 
inserted into expansion slots. Expansion bus interface 314 
provides a connection for a keyboard and mouse adapter 320, 
modern 322, and additional memory 324. SCSI host bus 
adapter 312 provides a connection for hard disk drive 326, 
tape drive 328, and CD-ROM drive 330. Typical PCI local bus 
implementations will support three or four PCI expansion 
slots or add-in connectors. 

An operating system runs on processor 302 and is used to 
coordinate and provide control of various components within 
data processing system 300 in FIG. 3. The operating system 
may be a commercially available operating system, such as 
Windows XP, which is available from Microsoft Corporation. 
An object oriented programming system such as Java may run 
in conjunction with the operating system and provide calls to 
the operating system from Java programs or applications 
executing on data processing system 300. “Java” is a trade 
mark of Sun Microsystems, Inc. Instructions for the operating 
system, the object-oriented programming system, and appli 
cations or programs are located on storage devices, such as 
hard disk drive 326, and may be loaded into main memory 
304 for execution by processor 302. 

Those of ordinary skill in the art will appreciate that the 
hardware in FIG. 3 may vary depending on the implementa 
tion. Other internal hardware or peripheral devices, such as 
?ash read-only memory (ROM), equivalent nonvolatile 
memory, or optical disk drives and the like, may be used in 
addition to or in place of the hardware depicted in FIG. 3. 
Also, the processes of the present invention may be applied to 
a multiprocessor data processing system. 
As another example, data processing system 300 may be a 

stand-alone system con?gured to be bootable without relying 
on some type of network communication interfaces As a 
further example, data processing system 300 may be a per 
sonal digital assistant (PDA) device, which is con?gured with 
ROM and/or ?ash ROM in order to provide non-volatile 
memory for storing operating system ?les and/or user-gener 
ated data. 
The depicted example in FIG. 3 and above-described 

examples are not meant to imply architectural limitations. For 
example, data processing system 300 also may be a notebook 
computer, hand held computer, portable communication 
device, such as a mobile telephone or the like, in addition to 
taking the form of a PDA. Data processing system 300 also 
may be a kiosk or a Web appliance. 
As is generally known in the art, server data processing 

systems, such as server 104, provide content to client devices, 
such as client device 108, via the one or more networks 102. 
For example, the client device 108 may run a browser appli 
cation through which the user of the client device 108 may 
enter requests for content and which communicates with the 
server 104 to retrieve the requested content. As is generally 
known, a user may enter a Uniform Resource Locator (URL) 
or domain name, which is used with a domain name server 

(DNS) to identify a network address, e. g., an Internet Protocol 
(IP) address, from which to retrieve the requested content. 
The entry of such a URL or domain name may be direct 
manual entry by the user, or may be indirect through opera 
tions performed by the user in a graphical user interface 
(GUI) of the browser application, e.g., selecting a hyperlink 
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in the GUI or the like. The requested content is retrieved by 
the browser application and rendered in the GUI of the 
browser application. 
As mentioned above, while requesting content from serv 

ers over the network, popup windows may be generated by 
scripts or other executable programs embedded in or other 
wise associated with the requested content. Some of these 
popup windows may be popup windows that are wanted by 
the user of the client device and others may be unwanted 
popup windows, such as advertisements and the like. 

In some instances, these popup windows are not authoriZed 
by the website owner who supplied the requested content. 
That is, through other browsing by the user of the client 
device, the user may have unknowingly retrieved a program, 
?le or script that causes popup windows to be displayed by the 
browser when the user is browsing other requested content. In 
such a situation, the popup windows may not be a?iliated 
with the subsequently requested content. For example, a ven 
dor may generate a popup window program, ?le or script that 
causes a popup window advertisement to be displayed when 
the user of the client device requests content from a competi 
tor’s website. 

In general, the blocking of popup windows has been left to 
the client devices. That is, the user of the client device must 
install a popup blocker application which is used to block 
popup windows. Some of these popup blocker applications 
permit the user of the client device to designate “black lists” 
and/or “white lists” for identifying those websites where 
popup windows should be allowed and websites where popup 
windows should be blocked. Such mechanisms tend to be 
over inclusive and block popup windows indiscriminately or 
provide a security hole through which unwanted popup win 
dows may still be generated, as discussed previously above. 
What is needed is a mechanism for ?ltering popup windows 
on a website such that only those authorized by the website 
owner and not blocked by the user of the client device are 
permitted to be generated in a client device’s browser appli 
cation. The present invention provides such a mechanism, as 
described in greater detail hereafter. 

FIG. 4 is a diagram illustrating the display of multiple 
windows on a display of a data processing system in accor 
dance with the prior art. As shown in FIG. 4, content 485 
retrieved over a computer network in response to a user 
request is displayed in a primary browser window 425 that 
contains multiple interface elements outside of a document 
display area. These interface elements include a title bar 435 
containing a “Close” button 430, a menu bar 440, a tool bar 
445, an address bar 450, and a status bar 497. Names of 
exemplary interface elements follow naming conventions 
used in the Internet Explorer application. Primary window 
425 has resiZable borders 465, indicated by double border 
lines. 

Primary window 425 is overlapped by a secondary window 
455, automatically opened after the retrieval of content 485. 
Secondary window 455 partially obscures the main content 
485. To restore its visibility, a user must perform an additional 
action (e.g., to click inside primary window 425 to move it on 
top or to click on a button 460 to close secondary window 

455). 
The user recogniZes secondary window 485 as a popup 

window based on a set of clues associated with the appear 
ance and history of popup windows. 
A popup window usually contains a smaller number of 

interface elements than a main window, allowing a more 
effective use of the small window area for content display. 
Loss of functionality (for instance, due to omission of the 
address bar) is tolerated because an expected way to navigate 
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from a popup window is to click on the link provided inside 
the content. In the presented example, popup 455 contains 
title bar 470, but no menu bar, tool bar, address bar or status 
bar. 

Content presented in a popup window is often optimiZed 
for a ?xed-siZe window, i.e., non-resiZable window borders 
are used to prevent users from changing the siZe of the popup 
window. In the presented example, non-resiZable border 475 
is indicated by its narrow width (a single borderline instead of 
a double borderline). 

Different popup windows may have different combina 
tions of user interface elements, placement and siZe. For 
example, a popup window 400 presenting content 415 inside 
resiZable borders 420 is located in the background and does 
not obscure primary window 425. Some web sites deliber 
ately place their popup windows in the background, so that 
they become visible only after the primary window is closed. 
The popup windows may be generated in response to a user 

request, i.e. a user action in the GUI of the browser, or auto 
matically without a user request. A popup window appearing 
without a user request can be opened, for example, by a 
function embedded in the main content, such as a handler of 
an “onload” event written in the JavaScript language. Alter 
natively, a popup window can be opened without a user 
request by a third-party application. 

In the example shown on FIG. 4, cursor 495 is positioned 
over a link 490, while a status bar 497 displays a content 
retrieval instruction 487 associated with that link. In this 
example, content retrieval instruction 487 is a JavaScript 
function embedded in the content 485, containing a call to 
open a new window and retrieve new content. If a user clicks 
on link 490, the call to open a new window is executed and a 
new window is opened without a further user action. In this 
way, a decision to open a new window is made not by the user, 
but by a content provider who embedded an instruction to 
open a new window into the main document. 

FIG. 5 is a ?owchart outlining a prior art methodology for 
controlling the display of popup windows. In this embodi 
ment, operations controlling popup behavior are performed 
by a specially developed module such as a designated appli 
cation, a Browser Helper Object or a plug-in. 
Once a user requests to display content in a primary 

browser window, the browser retrieves the requested content 
from a computer network and loads it into a browser window. 
The retrieved content may include an embedded function 
(e.g., a function written in a JavaScript language) that con 
tains an “onload” event handler consisting of a set of instruc 
tions that the browser will execute when an “onload” event is 
detected. An “onload” event handler may contain an instruc 
tion to open a secondary window and retrieve new content. 

Blocks 502 through 508 illustrate a prior-art solution that 
limits an unauthoriZed display of popup windows. According 
to this solution, a special module (e.g., a Browser Helper 
Object supporting an interface with Internet Explorer), inter 
cepts a request to open a new window (block 502) and deter 
mines whether a user has recently requested to open a sec 
ondary window (block 504). If this determination is negative, 
the module compares the network address of the content in 
the primary window with a pre-de?ned “white list” of sites 
that are allowed to open popups (block 506). If the network 
address is not on the “white list,” the secondary window is 
closed or prevented from opening, and the retrieval of the new 
content is canceled (block 508). Otherwise, if the user has 
recently requested to open a secondary window, or if the 
network address is on the “white list,” the browser opens the 
secondary window and retrieves the new content. 
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A secondary WindoW opened at block 510 may be subse 

quently closed Without an additional user request using an 
“onunload” event handler. That is, a content provider embeds 
an “onunload” event handler that Will close a previously 
opened popup WindoW after the user requests to change con 
tent in the primary WindoW (e.g., by entering a neW network 
address in the address bar and pressing “Go”). That is, once 
the broWser issues an “onunload” event indicating that the last 
content in the primary WindoW is unloaded, the “onunload” 
event handler executes a set of instructions requesting to close 
the secondary WindoW. 
As discussed above, this prior art solution requires the user 

of the client device to manage pre-de?ned lists of alloWed or 
restricted sites and depends on content providers to close 
popup WindoWs Without user requests. HoWever, such an 
approach tends to block popup WindoWs indiscriminately and 
does not consider the particular popup WindoWs that are gen 
erated on each Website. That is, the prior art approaches key 
the alloWance or denial of popup WindoWs to Which requested 
Websites are permitted to generate popup WindoWs on the 
client device, and do not consider the actual source of the 
popup WindoW content. 

In other Words, the popup WindoW content may be gener 
ated by a third party With the Website oWner of the requested 
Web page either permitting the third party’s popup WindoW to 
be displayed in association With the requested Website con 
tent, or not being aWare of the third party’s popup WindoW 
being displayed in association With the requested Website 
content. This is often the case With advertisers Who enter into 
agreements With Website oWners to alloW their popup adver 
tisement WindoWs to be displayed in association With the 
Website oWner’s Website. Alternatively, as touched upon 
above, malicious or otherWise unauthorized third party popup 
WindoW programs, ?les or scripts may be unknowingly 
installed on a client device and displayed in association With 
a Website oWner’s Website Without the express permission of 
the Website oWner. 

The prior art approach shoWn in FIG. 5 does not address 
such a situation. With the prior art approach in FIG. 5, such 
third party popup WindoWs are either blocked because all 
popup WindoWs, even those authorized popup WindoWs that 
provide additional functionality or information, are blocked, 
or permits such third party popup WindoWs to be generated in 
a client device’s broWser because no popup WindoWs are 
blocked. Moreover, even if a “White list” system, in Which 
keyWords or terms are used to identify popup WindoWs that 
are permitted to be generated in the client device’s broWser, is 
used, third party popup WindoWs may still be permitted to be 
generated if they contain the identi?ed keyWords or terms. 
Thus, all prior art approaches to handling popup WindoWs fall 
either into an over inclusive solution or under inclusive solu 
tion. There is no ability in the knoWn systems to alloW a 
Website oWner/developer to designate Which popup WindoWs 
should be permitted to be generated on a client device’s 
broWser. 

Moreover, there is no ability for the client device’ s broWser 
to determine, on an individual basis, Whether a particular 
popup WindoW should be alloWed to be generated or not based 
on Whether popup WindoWs are permitted for the particular 
Website and Whether the particular popup WindoW is an autho 
rized popup WindoW as identi?ed by the Website oWner/de 
veloper. The present invention provides such ability. 

With the present invention, When a content request is 
received by a server hosting a Website Whose content is being 
requested, the server transmits the requested content and one 
or more identi?ers of authorizedpopup WindoW sources to the 
requesting client device. The requested content and one or 
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10 
more identi?ers are received by the requesting client device 
Which includes a mechanism for controlling the presentation 
of popup WindoWs on the client device based on the one or 
more identi?ers. The requested content is rendered on the 
client device, such as by a broWser application or the like, and 
the one or more identi?ers are stored for later processing of 
popup WindoWs. 
When a popup WindoW attempts to be presented on the 

client device, the source of the popup WindoW is compared 
against those sources identi?ed by the one or more identi?ers 
received With the requested content. If the source of the popup 
WindoW matches a source identi?ed by the one or more iden 

ti?ers, and the user of the client device has not blocked popup 
WindoWs With the particular Website, the popup WindoW is 
alloWed to be presented via the broWser application on the 
client device. If the source of the popup WindoW does not 
match a source identi?ed by the one or more identi?ers, or if 
the user has blocked popup WindoWs With the present Web 
site, the presentation of the popup WindoW is blocked. 
The particular identi?ers to Which the popup WindoW 

sources are compared is keyed to the current Website content 
being presented by the broWser application. Thus, When the 
user of the client device transitions to another Website via the 
broWser application, the identi?ers of a previous Website are 
no longer utilized. This may involve, for example, detecting 
the transition from one Website’ s content to another Website’ s 

content in the broWser, i.e. detecting a change in the content 
being rendered by the broWser. Upon detecting such a transi 
tion, ?lter list generated based on the received identi?ers may 
be cleared and repopulated With identi?ers associated With a 
current Website’s content, if any. 
Of course, the particular sets of identi?ers of authorized 

sources of popup WindoWs may be cached or otherWise stored 
in memory for repetitive use, such as When the user returns to 
a previously presented Website. In such a case, a determina 
tion is made as to What is the current Website content being 
presented by the broWser application, e. g., the URL or other 
address of the source of the current Website content may be 
identi?ed. In addition, a correlation of this Website With a set 
of one or more identi?ers of authorized sources of popup 

WindoWs is made, e.g., Which entries in the cache or memory 
match the source address or URL, to identify Which set of 
identi?ers to use When determining Whether to alloW a par 
ticular popup WindoW to be presented via the broWser appli 
cation. 

In one exemplary embodiment, the one or more identi?ers 
of authorized sources of popup WindoWs may be provided in 
the code of the requested Website content. For example, the 
one or more identi?ers may be provided as metadata in meta 

tags of the HyperText Markup Language (HTML) code de?n 
ing the content of a Website. In one exemplary embodiment, 
this meta tag may be an element called “alloWPopups” With 
Which the Website oWner/ developer may declare a list of 
authorized popup origination locations. As one example, the 
“alloWpopups” meta tag may take the form: <metatag alloW 
Popups hosts:"WWW.ibm.com; WWW.tivoli.com; WWW.lotus 
.com"> 
When the Website content is loaded by the broWser appli 

cation of a client device, as part of the processing of the 
HTML code, a plugin module, application, applet, or other 
functional softWare element may process the meta tag having 
the one or more identi?ers to thereby set up popup blocking 
based on the one or more identi?ers. That is, popup WindoWs 
that do not originate from one of the identi?ed authorized 
sources Will not be permitted to be presented in the broWser 
application of the client device even if the user of the client 
device has expressly alloWed popups With the currently pre 
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sented website. In the example above, if a popup window is 
attempting to be presented in the browser and its source is 
www.hotbuys.com, the popup window will not be allowed to 
be presented since its source does not match any one of 
www.ibm.com, www.tivoli.com or www.lotus.com. 

If there are no identi?ers of authorized sources of popup 
windows associated with requested content from a website 
server, then the popup blocking mechanisms of the present 
invention do not operate. Rather, traditional popup blocking 
may be utilized in which black lists, white lists, or the like, are 
used to perform such popup blocking. Of course, the present 
invention may be used in conjunction with traditional popup 
blocking as an additional layer of security such that popup 
windows must pass the ?ltering performed by both the tradi 
tional popup blocking mechanism and the mechanisms of the 
present invention before being permitted to be presented in a 
client device’s browser. 

FIG. 6 is an exemplary block diagram illustrating the pri 
mary operational components of a system according to one 
exemplary embodiment of the present invention. As shown in 
FIG. 6, the server 610 includes website content 620 having 
identi?ers 630 that identify the authorized sources of popup 
windows that may be presented on a client device 640 when 
the website content 620 is being presented on the client device 
640. 
The client device 640 includes a browser application 650 

and an associated popup blocker application 660. The popup 
blocker application 660 may take many forms including a 
plugin module to the browser application 650, a separate 
application, an applet, or other software component running 
in the client device 640. Of course, while a software imple 
mentation of the popup blocker is envisioned as the preferred 
embodiment of the present invention, it should be appreciated 
that the popup blocker could also be implemented in hard 
ware without departing from the spirit and scope of the 
present invention. 

For example, in one exemplary embodiment, the mecha 
nisms of the present invention may be implemented in hard 
ware of a proxy server or ?rewall device. As such, the proxy 
server or ?rewall device may enforce the rules and require 
ments of the popup blocker application of the present inven 
tion for each client within an organization without needing to 
deploy the code on each client device’s browser software. In 
other words, without modifying existing browsers an organi 
zation can implement the mechanisms of the present inven 
tion by providing hardware and/ or software implementations 
of the present invention at the proxy server or ?rewall which 
would automatically implement the present invention for all 
the associated client devices. 

Associated with the popup blocker application 660 is an 
authorized popup source data structure 670 which stores a 
correspondence between requested websites and the autho 
rized popup window sources identi?ed by the identi?ers asso 
ciated with the requested website content. This data structure 
670 may be populated as website content is retrieved and 
processed by the browser application 650 and the popup 
blocker application 660. Entries in this data structure 670 may 
have associated lifetimes or may be cleared when the browser 
application 650 is closed or no longer running on the client 
device 640, for example. Alternatively, the data structure 670 
may be made more permanent with entries being checked for 
updated information each time a website’s content is down 
loaded. 
When the website content 620 is downloaded to the client 

device 640, such as in response to the entry of a URL, IP 
address, or other type of network address via the browser 
application 650, the identi?ers 630 are also downloaded to the 
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client device 640. The website content 620 is processed by the 
browser application 650 and rendered on the client device 
640, such as via a display device associated with the client 
device 640. In addition, the identi?ers 630 are processed by 
the popup blocker application 660 which uses the identi?ers 
630 and the identi?cation of the website content 620 to popu 
late an entry in the authorized popup source data structure 
67 0. 

Thereafter, if a popup window is attempting to be presented 
via the browser application 650, such as popup window 680 
from third party source server 690, the popup blocker appli 
cation 660 uses the entry in the authorized popup source data 
structure 670 to determine whether the popup window should 
be allowed to be presented via the browser application 650. 

For example, if during a browser session, the user of the 
client device 640 visits a number of websites, including a 
website hosted by the third party source server 690, a popup 
window script, ?le, or application, may unknowingly be 
retrieved and loaded into the client device 640. While viewing 
other website content, such as the website content 620, this 
popup window 680 may attempt to be displayed via the 
browser application 650. The popup blocker application 660 
of the present invention will determine whether this popup 
window is permitted to be displayed via the browser applica 
tion 650 based on the identi?ers 630 of authorized sources of 
popup windows downloaded with the website content 620. 
The source of the popup window 680 is compared against the 
list of authorized sources of popup windows identi?ed by the 
identi?ers 630, as stored in the authorized popup source data 
structure 670. If the source 690 of the popup window 680 is 
not present in this list stored in the authorized popup source 
data structure 670, it is not permitted to be presented via the 
browser application 650. If the source 690 is present in the 
list, then the popup window will be permitted to be presented 
assuming that other traditional popup blocker applications do 
not block it from being presented, i.e. the user has not indi 
cated that no popups are permitted with the currently dis 
played website via a traditional popup blocker application. 
The determinations outlined above are performed on an 

individual basis as each popup window attempts to be pre 
sented via the browser application 650. Therefore, some 
popup windows may be permitted while others are not even 
though the same requested website content 620 remains being 
displayed by the browser application 650. Thus, the present 
invention provides a much ?ner ?lter of popup windows than 
was previously known in the art. The present invention does 
not tend to be over inclusive in its blocking of popup windows 
since only those popup windows that are not from authorized 
sources are blocked. Moreover, the present invention does not 
tend to be under inclusive in that all popup windows that are 
not from authorized sources are blocked. In addition, the 
present invention may operate in conjunction with more tra 
ditional popup blocker approaches so that the user of the 
client device may provide additional popup blocking prefer 
ences and thus, additional ?ltering of popup windows. 

FIG. 7 is a ?owchart outlining an exemplary operation of 
the present invention when processing requested website con 
tent having authorized popup window source identi?ers pro 
vided with the requested website content. It will be under 
stood that each block, and combination of blocks, of the 
?owchart illustration in FIG. 7, can be implemented by com 
puter program instructions. These computer program instruc 
tions may be provided to a processor or other programmable 
data processing apparatus to produce a machine, such that the 
instructions which execute on the processor or other pro gram 
mable data processing apparatus create means for implement 
ing the functions speci?ed in the ?owchart block or blocks. 



US 8,146,013 B2 
13 

These computer program instructions may also be stored in a 
computer-readable memory or storage medium that can 
direct a processor or other programmable data processing 
apparatus to function in a particular manner, such that the 
instructions stored in the computer-readable memory or stor 
age medium produce an article of manufacture including 
instruction means which implement the functions speci?ed in 
the ?owchart block or blocks. 

Accordingly, blocks of the ?owchart illustrations support 
combinations of means for performing the speci?ed func 
tions, combinations of steps for performing the speci?ed 
functions and program instruction means for performing the 
speci?ed functions. It will also be understood that each block 
of the ?owchart illustrations, and combinations of blocks in 
the ?owchart illustrations, can be implemented by special 
purpose hardware-based computer systems which perform 
the speci?ed functions or steps, or by combinations of special 
purpose hardware and computer instructions. 
As shown in FIG. 7, the operation starts with receiving a 

request for web content via a browser application (step 710). 
The request is processed and the web content is retrieved from 
its source along with one or more identi?ers of authorized 
popup window sources (step 720). The requested web content 
is processed and rendered by the browser application (step 
730). The one or more authorized popup window source 
identi?ers are provided to a popup blocker application (step 
740). The popup blocker application generates an entry in a 
data structure identifying the requested web content and the 
corresponding authorized popup window source identi?ers 
(step 750). 
A determination is made as to whether a popup window is 

attempting to be displayed via the browser application (step 
760). This determination may be made in a number of differ 
ent ways. For example, criteria may be used for determine 
whether new pages are being spawned by the browser appli 
cation that are not in the main content window. With Javas 
cript, the execution of the “onload” command may be iden 
ti?ed as generating a popup window. In more complex 
implementations, detailed analysis of the content of the 
spawned windows to the content of the main content window 
may be made, similar to the manner set forth in Us. Pat. 
Publication No. 2004/ 0 1 25 1 49, which is hereby incorporated 
by reference. In a hardware implementation of the present 
invention, the mechanisms of the present invention analyze 
the data stream to identify when data is being retrieved from 
an unauthorized host address. The data that is retrieved from 
an unauthorized host address may then be blocked. 

If a popup window is not attempting to be displayed, a 
determination is made as to whether a new request for web 
content is received (step 770). If so, the operation returns to 
step 720. If not, a determination is made as to whether a 
termination condition has occurred (step 775). A termination 
condition may be, for example, closing of the browser appli 
cation, turning off of the client device, or the like. If a termi 
nation condition has occurred, the operation terminates. If a 
termination has not occurred, the operation waits for a popup 
to attempt to be displayed or a new request for web content to 
be received (step 780) and returns to step 760. 

If a popup window is attempting to be displayed via the 
browser application (step 760), a determination is made as to 
whether the popup window passes the popup blocker ?lter 
criteria set by the user of the client device (step 790). That is, 
the user of the client device may have established a black list 
of websites, a white list of websites and/or keywords of per 
missible popup windows, or the like. This determination 
makes sure that the popup window ?rst passes the user’s 
requirements for a popup window to be displayed before 
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determining if the popup window passes the currently dis 
played website owner/developer’s requirements for the 
popup window. Of course, this determination may be made 
after making sure that the popup window passes the website 
owner/developer’s requirements or at substantially the same 
time as this latter determination. Any ordering of these deter 
minations may be used without departing from the spirit and 
scope of the present invention. 

If the popup window passes the user’s requirements in step 
790, the source of the popup window is identi?ed (step 800). 
That is, the browser attempts to retrieve the popup window 
data from a particular source by using a host name that 
resolves to a speci?c source address which can be used to 
thereby identify the particular source of the popup window. 
The source of the popup window is then compared against the 
list of authorized popup window source identi?ers associated 
with the currently displayed web content (step 810). A deter 
mination is made as to whether the source of the popup 
window is present in the list of authorized popup window 
source identi?ers (step 820). This may be done, for example, 
using a simple text string comparison, for example. 

If the source of the popup window is present in the list of 
authorized popup window source identi?ers, then the popup 
window is permitted to be presented via the browser applica 
tion (step 830). Otherwise, if the source of the popup window 
is not present in the list of authorized popup window source 
identi?ers, or if the popup window does not pass the user’s 
requirements for display of the popup window, then the 
popup window’s presentation via the browser application is 
blocked (step 840). The operation then returns to step 760. 

Thus, the present invention provides a mechanism for 
allowing authorized popup windows on a website while 
blocking non-authorized popup windows on a website. With 
the present invention, ?ltering or blocking of popup windows 
is keyed to the identi?ers of authorized sources of popups 
provided by the website owner/developer. Such ?ltering or 
blocking may be used alone or in combination with other 
types of popup blocking such that individual determinations 
as to whether a popup window should be allowed to be pre 
sented may be made with each attempt to load a popup win 
dow in a browser application. 

While the above embodiments of the present invention 
have been described in the context of websites and web 
browser applications, it should be appreciated that the present 
invention is not limited to use with the Internet or with web 
browsers. To the contrary, the present invention may be used 
with any network and application used to access content on 
the network in which supplemental content is automatically 
loaded by the application with or without a user action. 

In addition, while the above embodiments are described 
with rendering of popup windows in a visual or graphical 
display in mind, the present invention is not limited to such. 
Rather, any format of popup content may be ?ltered and/or 
blocked using the mechanisms of the present invention. For 
example, audio, tactile or visual popup content may be ?l 
tered and/or blocked by the mechanisms of the present inven 
tion. 

It is important to note that while the present invention has 
been described in the context of a fully functioning data 
processing system, those of ordinary skill in the art will 
appreciate that the processes of the present invention are 
capable of being distributed in the form of a computer read 
able medium of instructions and a variety of forms and that 
the present invention applies equally regardless of the par 
ticular type of signal bearing media actually used to carry out 
the distribution. Examples of computer readable media 
include recordable-type media, such as a ?oppy disk, a hard 
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disk drive, a RAM, CD-ROMS, DVD-ROMs, and transmis 
sion-type media, such as digital and analog communications 
links, Wired or Wireless communications links using trans 
mission forms, such as, for example; radio frequency and 
light Wave transmissions. The computer readable media may 
take the form of coded formats that are decoded for actual use 
in a particular data processing system. 

The description of the present invention has been presented 
for purposes of illustration and description, and is not 
intended to be exhaustive or limited to the invention in the 
form disclosed. Many modi?cations and variations Will be 
apparent to those of ordinary skill in the art. The embodiment 
Was chosen and described in order to best explain the prin 
ciples of the invention, the practical application, and to enable 
others of ordinary skill in the art to understand the invention 
for various embodiments With various modi?cations as are 
suited to the particular use contemplated. 

What is claimed is: 
1. A method, in a data processing system, for presenting 

popup WindoW content, comprising: 
receiving requested Website content from a source of the 

requested Website content; 
receiving, from the source of the requested Website con 

tent, one or more identi?ers of authorized sources of 
popup WindoW content, Wherein the one or more identi 
?ers are associated With the requested Website content; 

outputting the requested Website content via an output 
device coupled to the data processing system; and 

blocking output of popup WindoW content of popup Win 
doWs Whose source does not match an authorized source 

of popup Window content in the one or more identi?ers 
of authorized sources of popup WindoW content, While 
the requested Website content is being output by the 
output device coupled to the data processing system. 

2. The method of claim 1, further comprising: 
generating a ?lter list based on the one or more identi?ers 

of authorized sources of popup WindoW content, 
Wherein blocking output of popup WindoW content 
includes comparing a source of popup WindoW content 
to the ?lter list and blocking output of the popup WindoW 
content if a matching entry in the ?lter list is not identi 
?ed by the comparison. 

3. The method of claim 2, further comprising: 
detecting a transition from the requested Web site content to 

other requested Website content in a broWser of the data 
processing system; and 

clearing the ?lter list in response to detecting the transition. 
4. The method of claim 2, Wherein the ?lter list is associ 

ated With the requested Website content, and Wherein a plu 
rality of ?lter lists are stored for use in determining Whether to 
block popup WindoWs, and Wherein the method further 
includes identifying a ?lter list corresponding to current Web 
site content being output by the output device. 

5. The method of claim 1, Wherein the one or more identi 
?ers of authorized sources of popup WindoW content are 
provided in code of the requested Website content. 

6. The method of claim 1, Wherein the one or more identi 
?ers of authorized sources of popup WindoW content are 
provided as part of a meta tag in code of the requested Website 
content. 

7. The method of claim 6, Wherein outputting the requested 
Website content via an output device coupled to the data 
processing system includes: 

parsing the code of the requested Website content to render 
the code via a broWser application on the data processing 
system; 
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16 
identifying, While parsing the code of the requested Web 

site content, the meta tag in the code of the requested 
Website content corresponding to the one or more iden 

ti?ers of authorized sources of popup WindoW content; 
and 

generating a ?lter list based on the identi?ed meta tag in the 
code of the requested Website content. 

8. The method of claim 1, Wherein the method is imple 
mented by one of a plugin module to a broWser application, an 
application running on the data processing system, or an 
applet loaded by a broWser application. 

9. The method of claim 1, Wherein the method is hard 
coded in a hardWare device associated With the data process 
ing system. 

10. The method of claim 9, Wherein the hardWare device is 
part of one of a proxy server or a ?reWall device. 

11. A computer program product comprising a physical 
computer readable medium having a computer readable pro 
gram stored thereon, Wherein the computer readable pro 
gram, When executed on a computing device, causes the com 
puting device to: 

receive requested Website content from a source of the 
requested Website content; 

receive, from the source of the requested Website content, 
one or more identi?ers of authorized sources of popup 

WindoW content, Wherein the one or more identi?ers are 
associated With the requested Website content; 

output the requested Website content via an output device 
coupled to the data processing system; and 

block output of popup WindoW content of popup WindoWs 
Whose source does not match an authorized source of 
popup WindoW content in the one or more identi?ers of 
authorized sources of popup WindoW content, While the 
requested Website content is being output by the output 
device coupled to the data processing system. 

12. The computer program product of claim 11, Wherein 
the computer readable program further causes the computing 
device to generate a ?lter list based on the one or more 
identi?ers of authorized sources of popup WindoW content, 
and Wherein the computer readable program causes the com 
puting device to block output of popup WindoW content by 
comparing a source of popup WindoW content to the ?lter list 
and blocking output of the popup WindoW content if a match 
ing entry in the ?lter list is not identi?ed by the comparison. 

13. The computer program product of claim 12, Wherein 
the computer readable program further causes the computing 
device to: 

detect a transition from the requested Website content to 
other requested Website content in a broWser of the data 
processing system; and 

clear the ?lter list in response to detecting the transition. 
14. The computer program product of claim 12, Wherein 

the ?lter list is associated With the requested Website content, 
and Wherein a plurality of ?lter lists are stored for use in 
determining Whether to block popup WindoWs, and Wherein 
the computer readable program further causes the computing 
device to identify a ?lter list corresponding to current Website 
content being output by the output device. 

15. The computer program product of claim 11, Wherein 
the one or more identi?ers of authorized sources of popup 
WindoW content are provided in code of the requested Website 
content. 

16. The computer program product of claim 11, Wherein 
the one or more identi?ers of authorized sources of popup 
WindoW content are provided as part of a meta tag in code of 
the requested Website content. 
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17. The computer program product of claim 16, wherein 
the computer readable program causes the computing device 
to output the requested Website content via an output device 
coupled to the data processing system by: 

parse the code of the requested Website content to render 
the code via a broWser application on the data processing 
system; 

identify, While parsing the code of the requested Website 
content, the meta tag in the code of the requested Website 
content corresponding to the one or more identi?ers of 
authoriZed sources of popup WindoW content; and 

generate a ?lter list based on the identi?ed meta tag in the 
code of the requested Website content. 

18. The computer program product of claim 11, Wherein 
the computer program product is executed as one of a plugin 
module to a broWser application, an application running on 
the computing device, or an applet loaded by a broWser appli 
cation. 

19. The computer program product of claim 11, Wherein 
the computer program product is hard coded in a hardWare 
device associated With the data processing system. 
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20. A system for presenting popup WindoW content, com 

prising: 
a processor; 

a netWork interface coupled to the processor; and 
an output device coupled to the processor, Wherein the 

processor: 
receives. via the netWork interface, requested Website con 

tent and one or more identi?ers of authorized sources of 

popup WindoW content from a source of the requested 
Website content, Wherein the one or more identi?ers are 

associated With the requested Website content, 
outputs the requested Website content via the output 

device, and 
blocks output of popup WindoW content of popup WindoWs 
Whose source does not match an authoriZed source of 
popup WindoW content in the one or more identi?ers of 
authorized sources of popup WindoW content, While the 
requested Website content is being output by the output 
device. 


